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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )[3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 30 January 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) E3 Claim(s) U5 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) ^ Claimfs) 1-5 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d), 
1 1 )D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)Q Some * c)Q None of: 

1 0 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.0 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 
The specification fails to disclose processor readable instructions that when executed 
by a processor implement mechanisms in a manner as claimed in claims 1 , and 3-5. 
The specification fails to disclose how to determine a level of details to report network 
status to a network operation console based on a user request and a predetermined 
allocation of bandwidth for use in reporting network status. There are no circuits, flow 
chart or program disclosed for doing that. The specification merely consists of desired 
functional statements. Showing a few menus or dialog boxes of a program in the 
drawings is not sufficient. 

The Examiner is not requiring Applicants to submit a program code. The 
specification fails to disclose how the level of details to report network status is 
determined based on predetermined allocation of bandwidth. Note that Applicants rely 
on that very feature for patentability. Without the disclosure, one of ordinary skill in the 
art would not be able to make and use the invention as claimed. 

In response to the rejection, Applicants point to Figure 2 to support their 
arguments. Figure 2 is purportedly for showing an overall system configuration for one 
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embodiment of the present invention as indicated on page 4 of the specification. The 
description of Figure 2 merely consists of desired functional statements. There is no 
description in the specification as to how to determine a level of details to report network 
status to a network operation console based on a user request and a predetermined 
allocation of bandwidth for use in reporting network status. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Scope of claim 2 is not clear. It is not clear what " — level of details on a switch by 
switch basis" means. The system is not recited for determining report level on switches. 

Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pendleton (USP 5,982,753) in view of Kavner (USP 6,430.607). 

See at least the abstract, Figures 2, 3 and 6, columns 1-4, lines 50 et seq. of 
column 7, lines 14 et seq. of column 8 and lines 37-45 of column 8 in Pendleton. 

Pendleton teaches a computer implemented system (see Figure 2 and 6) for 
managing (col.2, Nne28-44, lines 6-20 of column 3) a flow of network status messages 
to a network operations console, comprising: a processor; and a computer readable 
medium encoded with processor readable instructions (Figure 2 and 6) that when 
executed by the processor implement, a network status gathering mechanism 
configured to ascertain a network status (lines 28-44 of column 2, step 202 of Figure 6, 
line 50 et seq. of column 7), a network status reporting mechanism configured to report 
said network status to said network operations console (step 208 of Figure 6 and lines 
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14 et seq. of column 8), and a network status reporting level determination mechanism 
configured to determine a level of details to report said network status to said network 
operations console based on at least one of user request (step 212, lines 37 et seq. of 
column 8). It is well known that bandwidth is required to be allocated for transmitting 
data including reports of network status. Pendleton does not teach that bandwidth is 
predetermined. Predetermining bandwidth is well known in the art. Kavner teach 
preallocate bandwidth to message stream based on priority. From the teaching of 
Kavner, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to allocate 
bandwidth for use in reporting network status if it is of higher priority so that the report is 
able to reach the administrator faster. Further note that details of report are always 
limited by its allocated bandwidth because it is impossible for a report to use more 
bandwidth than it is allocated. For example, larger screen display shows more details of 
information or image than smaller screen display. No inventive concept is seen specially 
in view of the insufficient disclosure. 
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